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Attention: Steven Farbman 

Re: Central Auto & Tranmort L.L.C. 
U.S. DOT #0357848 

Dear Mr. Farbman: 

r _  
. .. 

z - 
The respondent, Central Auto & Transport L.L.C., hereby seeks Administrativ6‘Review 

of the proposed safety rating and responds to the report, dated September 19, 2002 (Exhibit A), 
of the compliance review conducted on September 17 and 18, 2002 [hereinafter the “report”]. 
For the reasons set forth below and in the attached Exhibits B and C, the respondent hereby 
requests a change to the proposed safety rating for corrective action, from “conditional” to 
“satisfactory.” 

Factor 6-Ratio of Recordable Accidents to Miles Driven 

The report indicates that the respondent received an “unsatisfactory” rating for Factor 6, 
which measures the ratio of recordable accidents to miles driven in a twelve-month period. The 
rating of “unsatisfactory” was based upon the auditor’s incorrect belief that the respondent had 
experienced two recordable accidents during the subject time period. Because the respondent 
had only one recordable accident, however, the ratio falls within the acceptable level, and the 
rating for Factor 6 should be “satisfactory.” 

Recordable accident, as defined in 49 CFR 390.5, means an accident involving a 
commercial motor vehicle operating on a public road in interstate or intrastate 
commerce which results in a fatality; bodily injury to a person who, as a result of 
the injury, immediately receives medical treatment away from the scene of the 

--I-- 
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accident; one or more motor vehicles incurring disabling damage as a result of 
the accident requiring the motor vehicle to be transported away from the scene by 
a tow truck or other motor vehicle. 

49 C.F.R. Pt. 385, App. B; 5 II.B(a); 49 C.F.R. Pt. 385, App. A, 8 III.B(a) [emphasis added]. 

The first accident, involving driver Nesbitt, does not qualify as a recordable accident 
pursuant to this definition. The accident in question occurred on Saturday, March 9, 2002, at 
7:44 a.m. in Johnstown, Rhode Island. According to the police report, prior to driver Nesbitt’s 
arrival on the scene, two vehicles were stopped, one behind the other, at an intersection on a two- 
lane road. The witness who operated the second car reported that he had been stopped at the 
signal behind the first vehicle. When the signal turned green, he waited for the first vehicle to 
move; when it did not move, he blew his hom. Rather than proceed through the intersection, the 
driver of the first vehicle exited his vehicle and approached the second vehicle, yelling at him for 
blowing his horn. As driver Nesbitt approached the intersection, he could see the taillights of the 
vehicles in the fog, as well as the green signal. When the vehicles did not move, driver Nesbitt 
applied his brakes to avoid a collision. In so doing, he caused his truck to jackknife; however, 
there was no contact between the truck and any other vehicle. A witness traveling in the other 
lane confirmed that driver Nesbitt acted as he did in order to avoid hitting the stopped vehicles in 
his travel lane. Both witnesses opined that the accident was caused by the driver of the first 
vehicle, who fled the scene. 

Driver Nesbitt’s truck did not sustain any damage as a result of the accident. Because the 
truck jackknifed and was leaning, and because the fuel tanks were gravity-fed such that the fuel 
in one tank was spilling into the other, a small amount of fuel spilled at the scene. To guard 
against environmental hazards or risks, the fuel was pumped from the truck at the scene by Simm 
Environmental. Concetta’s Towing straightened the jackknife. Once the jackknife had been 
straightened, Concetta’s towed the truck from the scene to secure payment for its services in light 
of the fact that the accident had involved an out-of-state truck which was headed for Florida 
early on a Saturday moming and the fuel had been pumped from the truck. There was no 
damage to either the fuel tanks or to the nose; but for the fact that the fuel had been pumped from 
the truck, the truck was capable of being driven. 

Because this accident did not involve a motor vehicle which required towing due to 
disabling damage incurred in the accident, the March9, 2002, accident was not a recordable 
accident. Therefore, it should not have been included in the calculations of Factor 6. 

It is also notable that, as evidenced by the police report, the accident in question was 
unavoidable. In fact, it is apparent that, but for the driver’s quick thinking and evasive actions, 
the accident could easily have resulted in serious physical injury or loss of life, not only to the 
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driver, but to the drivers of the vehicles who were improperly stopped at a green light. The 
police officer opined that the accident was caused by the operator of the Cadillac, who chose to 
exit his vehicle, thereby blocking the travel portion of the highway, to confront the driver of the 
car directly behind him, despite the dense fog, wet roads and “extremely poor driving 
conditions.” 

By contrast, on May 6, 2002, driver Sulzinski was involved in an accident on 1-84 when 
he came upon an accident scene and collided with a vehicle which had stopped for such accident. 
There was no fatality or bodily injury as a result of this accident; however, the vehicle struck by 
driver Sulzinski’s truck required towing due to disabling damage. Therefore, the respondent 
acknowledges this accident qualified as a recordable accident. Although driver Sulzinski was 
cited for traveling too closely, the charges against him were nolled. 

The calculations in Factor 6 should, therefore, be corrected as follows: 

(1 x 1,000,000) / 1,016,639 = 0.9836333 

Because a crash rate ratio of 0.000 to 1.500 merits a rating of “satisfactory,” the 
respondent asks that its rating for Factor 6 be changed from “unsatisfactory” to “satisfactory,” 
and that its overall proposed rating be corrected as a result thereof, from “conditional” to 
“satisfactory.” 

Other Areas of Concern 

The respondent hereby addresses the other areas of concem identified in the report. 

#1 State-Primary: 14-163c-1-1;’ Secondary: 382.105; CFR Equivalent: 40.25(d) 

This area of concem alleged a failure to obtain certain information. The respondent 
respectfully states that this appears to have been an oversight by the auditor, as the driver data 
sheet was contained in driver Dorozko’s file as required. 

#2 Federal-Primary: 382.303(a) 

While the driver was sent for a post-accident test, the respondent assumed, incorrectly, 
that the collection site would perform all tests required by law. In the future, the respondent will 

The respondent is not able to identify the regulation or code section to which this number refers. 
While it is similar to the citation form for the Regulations of the State of Connecticut, no 
Connecticut regulation exists with this number. 

1 
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specify the tests to be performed. In addition, the respondent has included educational material 
in memoranda in order to guarantee that the drivers are also aware of such requirements. 

#3 Federal-Primary: 382.303(d)(l) 

As set forth above, the respondent was unaware at the time that the collection site would 
not perfonn the alcohol test. In the future, the respondent will specify the tests to be performed. 
In addition, the respondent has included educational material in memoranda in order to guarantee 
that the drivers are also aware of such requirements. 

#4 Federal-Primary: 382.305(i)(2) 

The respondent has been participating in a stand-alone random drug testing program. In 
addition, the respondent has implemented a policy whereby it has also tested non-CDL drivers, 
as well as CDL drivers, although it was not required to test non-CDL drivers. The purpose of 
this policy was to ensure that as many drivers as possible would be randomly tested, with the 
goal of minimizing the chance of an incident involving one of the respondent’s drivers. As a 
result of the report, the respondent has requested that its drivers be put into a third-party pool to 
guarantee an equal chance of selection for testing. In addition, the respondent has placed CDL 
drivers into a separate pool from non-CDL drivers to ensure both groups of drivers a greater 
chance of being tested. 

#5 State-Primary: 14-163c-1-112; CFR Equivalent: 395.8(a) 

The respondent has reviewed this issue with the accounting department. It appears that, 
out of 34 people, three time cards were not totaled, although the times were recorded on such 
cards. The respondent’s accounting department has stated that it will review such cards to ensure 
that all future time cards will reflect both times and total hours. 

The respondent also notes that, in the auditor’s review of this issue, there appeared to be 
some confusion with respect to the driver’s point of origin. The auditor appeared to be under the 
impression that the driver had been driving from New Salem, New York; however, as evidenced 
by the freight manifests and maps shown to the auditor, the driver was in North Salem, NY, 
which is approximately thirty (30) minutes from Danbury, CT. To the extent that this 
misunderstanding has been factored into this matter, the respondent asks that the report be 
corrected to reflect the driver’s true location. 

See footnote 1. 2 

I 
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#6 Federal-Primary: 395.8(e) 

The respondent has investigated this matter and has determined that the driver did not log 
off during the time between the accident and the resumption of travel. The respondent has 
included this issue in a memorandum which it has prepared in order to ensure that drivers are 
properly educated as to the DOT’S requirements. In addition, the respondent will monitor 
drivers’ activities more closely to ensure that every action is recorded accurately. 

#7 Federal-Primary: 395.8(e) 

The respondent has investigated this matter and has determined that the driver did not log 
off for the fifteen minutes required for refueling. The sole purpose of this stop was refueling; the 
driver did not take a break or mealtime without logging off. The respondent has included this 
issue in a memorandum which it has prepared in order to ensure that drivers are properly 
educated as to the DOT’S requirements. In addition, the respondent will monitor drivers’ 
activities more closely to ensure that every action is recorded accurately. 

#8 Federal-Primary: 395.8(f1 

The respondent has investigated this matter and has determined that commodity and 
shipping numbers were not available, as the trailer was empty and the driver was on his way to 
load the truck. Accordingly, to the extent that this misunderstanding has been factored into this 
matter, the respondent asks that the report be corrected to reflect the fact that the trailer was 
empty and, therefore, no such numbers were available. 

#9 Federal-Primary: 396.3(b)(l) 

The respondent maintains two sets of files with respect to maintenance records; one set is 
maintained on computer, and the other set contains hard copies of documents. Because the 
computer files do not print out enough details for purposes of an audit, the respondent has 
created physical files which are more thorough. The respondent will monitor these physical files 
closely to ensure that they are in compliance with the requirements of the DOT. 

#10 State-Primary: 14-163~-1-12;~ CFR Equivalent: 396.3(b)(1) 

The respondent maintains two sets of files with respect to maintenance records; one set is 
maintained on computer, and the other set contains hard copies of documents. Because the 
computer files do not print out enough details for purposes of an audit, such as tire sizes, the 

3 ~ e e  footnote I .  



Chief Safety Officer 
Docket Clerk 
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration 
Central Auto & Transport L.L.C., US DOT #0357848 
September 25,2002 
Page 6 

respondent has created physical files which are more thorough and include such information. 
The respondent will monitor these physical files closely to ensure that they are in compliance 
with the requirements of the DOT. 

Conclusion 

The March 9,2002, accident is not a recordable accident within the meaning of 49 C.F.R. 
390.5. Therefore, the ratio of recordable accidents to miles driven in a twelve-month period 
clearly warrants a rating of “satisfactory” for Factor 6. As detailed above, the report contains 
other inaccuracies which also appear to have impacted the respondent’s rating. In addition, the 
respondent has taken steps to ensure that it fully addresses the areas of concern identified in the 
report. 

For these reasons, the respondent, Central Auto & Transport L.L.C., asks that its 
proposed rating be changed from “conditional” to “satisfactory.” 

Please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned if you have any questions. Thank you 
for your attention to this matter. 

c 

Counsel for the Respondent 

SRD/lhb 

Enc. 

cc: Mr. Robert Greco 
Central Auto & Transport 



REVIEW CR 
TYPE: 
STATUS; Update 

PLACE: Princlpal Offlca 

-- - 
MClMX #: 23081 6 

BUSINESS: Corporation 
FEDERAL TAX IO #: 06-1470781 (EIN) 

I 

OPERATION TYPE 
CARRIER OPERATION: 

SHIPPER OPERATION: 

CARRIER CLASSIFICATION: 
Au thorlzed 

INTERSTATE 1 INTRASTATE 
Non-HM 

NIA 1 NIA 
Non-HM - 

UNITE5 STATES DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION -- I--_ 

LEQAL: CENTRAL AUTO & TRANSPORT LLC 

OPERATINO (DBA): - 7-- 

OIC: 09 TERRITORY: 

PHYSICAL ADDRESS: 195 MAXIM HD 
COUNTT: 003 HARTFORD, CT, 06114 

MAILING ADDRESS: PO BOX 340648 
HARTFORD, C f ,  06134 COUNTY: 003 

PHONE: (860)240-7616 TOLL FREE: FAX #: (860)246-3646 

---_l_"- 

CARGO CLASSIFICATION: (A. D, E) 
General Fmlght; Motor Vehicles; DrlVeawayTTowaway 

-- 

Quedons about this report or the Federal Motor Carrier Safety ctr Hazardous Materlals regulatlons 
may be addressed to the Federel Motor Carrier Safety Admlnlatratlon at; 

Glestonbury Corporate Center, 628-2 Hehran N e .  Sulto 303 

Glnstonbury, CT 060335007 

Phone: (880)859-6700 Fnx:(860)898-6725 
---.._I_--- .- ___ 

This report ~ I l l  be used to assess your safety compliance. -- .-.y _- ___ - 1__1-. 

PERSON(S) INTERVIEWED: ' Robert Grew 

E: US0704 DATE: 09/19/2002 

TlTLE: 

MCS4511CR CAPRI Veralon 4.4.2 PART A Printed 0911!312002 &;I3 AM 



REVIEW USDOT 0357848 

Equlvalerct: 40.25(d) 
---- 
DESCRIPTION: 

Using a driver to perform safety sensitive functlans after failing to obtain the information requlred by 40.25(b), from 
previous employers wlthln 30 days without obtalning or making and documenting a good faith effort to obtaln the 
information. 

2 
FEDERAL 

-- I 

EXAMPLE: 
Driver Dorozko, 
Trip date; 6/13/02. 

PRIMARY: 382.303(a) NUMBER NUMBER DRIVERSNEHICLES 
CHkD 

2 
. . ~ - -  

RECEIVED BY: 

Failing to conduct post accident alcohol testlng for each surviving driver. 

TITLE: 

EXAMPLE: 
Driver Suitinski, 
Accident date; 5/6/02 

Driver was cited on scene for accident and this was a recordable accident. Carrier did send driver for Post Controlled 
Substance Test. 

DESCRIPTION: 

Falllng to prepare and maintain on file a record statlng the reasons the alcohol post-accident test was not properly 
administered. 

EXAMPLE: 
Driver Sulzinkski, 
Accident date, 5/6/02. 

Motor carrier did not document why alcohol post-accident test was not properly administered. 

zn ‘ A  



COMPLIANCE CENTRAL AUTO 8 TRANSPORT LLC 

REVIEW USDOT: 0357a48 

DESCRIPTION: 
Falllng to ensure that each driver selected for random alcohol and controlled substances testing has an equal chance of 
being selected each time selections are made. 

6 
FEDERAL 

EXAMPLE: 
Driver Sulzlnskl, 

NUMBER DRlVERSRlEHlCLES 

CFR Equivalent: 395.8(a) 

PRIMARY: 395.8(e) 

DESC R1PTD N : 
Falllng to require driver to make a record of duty status. 

i RECEIVED BY: 

EXAMPLE; 
Driver Tracey, 
Trip date; 7/3/02 (CT-CT) 

Driver does use a tlme card but the hours are not totalled at the end of the day. 

TITLE: 

EXAMPLE: 
Driver Sulzinksi, 
Trip date 5/6/02 

Drlvor was lnvolved in an accident at 1626 hours (4:26 p.m.) and LOG reads driving from 1600-1 900 hours. 

- 
PRIMARY; 395.W) 

. . .--. .... . . - ~. . .. - 
DESCRIPTION: 

False reports of records of duty status. (INACCURATE) 

~ 

MCS-1SlICR CAPRI Version 4.4.2 PART 5 Prlnted: 0911912002 8:13 AM 



II 

DATE: 0911 912002 4 COMPLIANCE CENTRAL AUTO 8 TRANSPORT LLC 

I 
d 

I PART B 
> 

REVIEW USDOT: 0357848 
1 

1 PAGE: 3 I 

PRIMARY: 396.3(b)(l) NUMBER NUMBER 
FEDERAL FOUND CHECKED 

2 2 

1 
DRNERSNEHlCLES 

IN VIOL CHKD 
2 2 

.. 

Driver was getting fuel at 1652 hours and LOG reads driving from 1600-1800 hours. 

r-zr - .__- - -_ -- . _- I .... \. .__.- -- " 

FLT PRIMARY: 395.8(f) T-yo  -F-- DRIVE RSlVEH I C LES 

,- .-_ ___ _______ - 
DESCRIPTION: 
Failing to require driver to prepare record of duty status in form and manner prescrlbed. 

10 PRIMARY! 14-1 6301 -1 2 NUMBER 1 NUMBER 
STATE FOUND CHECKED 

CFR Equivalent: 396.3(b)(I) 3 3 

EXAMPLE: 
Driver Nesbitt. 
Trip date 3/22/02. 

Driver did not show commodity/ or shipping number. 

DRIVERSNEHICLES 
IN VIOL CHKD 

3 3 
-- _.. ._ - ...., - . -- 

EXAMPLE: 
Truck # 89 & 94 do not show their tire sizes on the folder. 

- ,.... - --- 

EXAMPLE; 
All three vehicles were missing tire sizes. 

P E i V E D  BY: 
- 

8:13 AM MCS-1SlICR CAPRI Verslon 4.4.2 PART B Prlnted: 09119i2002 
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COMPLIANCE CENTRAL AUTO & TRANSPORT LLC DATE: 09/19/20O2 

PAGE: 4 
REVIEW USDOT: o w a a  

RECEIVED BY: 

0 
Total Mlles Operated: #: of Vehicles Inspected (CR) : 0 
Recordable Crashes 0 0 s  Vehicles (MCMIS) : 2 

Recordable Crashes I Million Miles: # of Vehicles Inspected (MCMIS) : 5 
RATING FACTORS # OF POINTS 

TITLE: 

( ’  CONDITIONAL ) 

ACUTE CRITICAL 
Factor 1; S 0 0 
Factor2: S 0 0 
Factor 3: S 0 0 
Factor4: C 0 0 
Factor 5: N 0 0 
Factor& U - 

- -  __ - __ __ . __ - 

The Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration headquarters office in Washlngton, D.C. wlll notify you of your rating 
in a forthcomlng oficial notice If your rating is “satisfectory” or is an improvement upon I previous “unsatisfactory‘” 
rating. It is a “final rating” and becomes effective on the date of the official notice. If your rating is the same as your 
previous rating (except satisfactory ratings), or is a downgrade upon a previous rating, it is a “proposed ratlng“ and will 
become a final ratlng 61-days after the date lndlcated on the omclal notice. 

Owners or operators of commercial motor vehicles (except for those that are designed or used to transport hazardous 
material for which placardlng is required and/or are deslgned or used to transport passengers), who have been 
declared “unfit” may not operate in interstate commerce beglnnlng on the 61st day after the date of such fitness 
determination and may not reestablish interstate operations until they become fit for such transportation. An owner or 
operator is unfit when the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration (FMCSA) Issues a final “unsatisfactory” safety 
rating (49 USC 31 144(c) and 49 CFR 385.13(a)). All Federal departments, agencies, or Instrumentalities are 
prohibited from using any owner or operator who is unflt by vlrtue of having a Rnal unsatisfactory safety rating (49 USC 
31 144(e) and 49 CFR 385.131b)) Owners and operators are “Tit” when the FMCSA Issues a flnal “conditlonal” or 
“satisfactory” safety rating. 

Corrective action must be taken for the vlolatlons (deflclencles) listed on Part B of thls review. 

APPEAL RIGHTS: [A] 49 CFR 385.17: A request for 8 change to a safety rating for corrective action may be made at 
any time. This request must be made in writing to the FMCSA Service Center for the geographic area where the 
carrier maintains Its principal place of business (See 49 CFR 390.27). The request must be based upon evidence that 
the carrier has taken corrective actions and that its operations currently meet the safety Rtness standards and factors 
specified in 49 CFR 385.5 and 385.7. The FMCSA will make a flnal determination based upon the documentation 
submitted and any other additional relevant information. A written decision will be Issued by the FMCSA. Any motor 
carrier whose request for change is denied may, within 90-days after the denial, request administrative review under 49 
CFR 385.15. 

[B] 49 CFR 385.15. A request may be made to the FMCSA to conduct an adminlstrative review if you believe that an 
error was committed in asslgnlng the proposed safety rating or when your request under 49 CFR 385.17 was dsnled. 
This request must be made within 90 days of the date of the proposed safety rating issued under 49 CFR 385.1 1 (c) or 
a final rating issued under 49 CFR 385 11 (b), or within 90-days of the date of an Order denylng your request for a rating 
change under 49 CFR 385.1 7 

cn ‘A 
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COMPLIANCE CENTRAL AUTO 8. TRANSPORT LLC 

USDOT: 0357848 

___*-.- . -- -I.--- 

Requlremente andlor Recommendatlons 

7 Ensure all drlvers subject to pre-employment, random, reasonable cause. post accident, return to duty, andtor 
follow-up controlled substance testing are tested as required by Part 401382 of the FMCSR. 

2 An "Accident Countermeasures" manual is a tool that can be used by management to review with a driver how an 
accldent might have been prevented. This manual Is avallable from Triodyne, Inc., 5950 W. Touhy Ave., Niles, IL 
60648-4610. Phone: (847) 677-4730. 

3 Ensure all drivers' records of duty status (logs) are accurate. Check them against "supporting documents" to 
verify accuracy. Prohibit falsification of logs by any of your drivers. Review the rules on supporting documents. 
Take appropriate action against drivers who falsify logs. 

If you want some of your drivers to use the I00 air-mile radius exemption, make sure that the drlvers meet all 8 terms of the sxemptlon100 alr mile radlus driver. A driver Is exempt from the requirements of 9395.8 If: 

(e)( l )  The driver operates within a 100 air mile radius of the normal work reporting location; 

(e)(2) The driver, except a driver salesperson, returns to the work reporting location and is released from work 
withih 12 consecutlve hours; 

(e ) (3)  At least 8 consecutlve hours off duty separate each 12 hours on duty; 

(e)(4) The driver does not exceed 10 hours maxlmum driving time followlng 8 consecutlve hours off duty; and 

(e)(5) The motor carrier that employs the driver maintains and retains for a period of 6 months accurate and true 
time records showing: 

(e)(5)( i )  The time the driver reports for duty each day; 

(e)(5)(ii) The total number of hours the driver is on duty each.day; 

(o)(5)(iii) The time the driver is released from duty each day; and 

(e)(ri)(iv) The total time for t he  preceding 7 days in accordance with ##395.8(j)(2) for drivers used far the flrst time or 
intermittently . 
Logs must be prepared if a driver does not meet the 12 hour requlrement. 

THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT HAS ADOPTED THE FMCSRS FOR VEHICLES THAT ARE SOLELY INTRA- 
STATE THAT HAVE A GROSS VEHICLE RATING OF 18,001 L8S AND GREATER. 

5 Ensure that all vehicle file folders are marked properly with the vehicle make, year, identification number and tfre 
size. 

8 This review will result in a new Safety Hating of "Conditional". 

7 A "Carrier Profile" is available (from a contractor h i rd  by the US D.O.T.) which lists information on DriverNehicle 
. . - , ..._. - ._ --,.. ..,. - .. 

-, . , . , ~  ..-- . ,-. , ".. , -.- ... A [ RECEIVED BY: , , _. . _. . ?_TITLE: 
.~-.-- 
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COMPLIANCE CENTRAL AUTO & TRANSPORT LLC 

Inspections which have been performed 
D.O.T. computer in Washington. A copy is available for $27.50 by writing to "OMC - Data Oissemination 
Program. P.O. Box 3248. Merrifield, VA 221 16. Phone: (800) 832-5660. 

re uploaded into the mainframe 

Within 15 days, send a letter to our office describing what actions you have taken in response to this revlew to 
ensure you are complying with the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regulatlons. 

CRASH DATA REVIEW FOR PROPOSED CONDITIONAL RATING: 
The State Director of Connecticut has the authority to review the preventability of accidents affecting Factor 6 an 
the Compliance Review (CR). You must submit the compelling evidence within 7 calendar days, if the Safety 
Rating is proposed to be Conditional to the hllowlng address: 
Attn: Jeffrey Cimahosky, State Dlrector 
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration 
628-2 Hebron Ave. Suite 303 
Glastonbury. CT 06033 

Compelling evidence must include (but is not limited to) official police accident reports and official insurance 
accident lnvestigatlon reports. Carrier Official Initials 

"Discuss wlth your employeesldrivers the "Security Measures for Truck Drivers and Companies" whlch were 
provided and reviewed with motor carrier official," 

~ .. 
I TITLE: 

-I _. _. - 
~ RECEIVED BY: 
_._"_ 

PART B - RECOMMENDATIONS Printed: 09/19/2002 013 AM MCS-151ItR CAPRI Version 4.4.2 
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CENTRAL AUTO 8 TRANSPORT LLC 

USDOT: 0357848 State #: 

00s Less than 34% 

Safety Fitness Rating Report I 

00s 34% or Hlgher 

Thls report lists the facts which were used to determine the Safety Fitness Ratlng for the above motor carrier. A check 
mark identifies the range within which Lhe data fell when determining the Safely Fitness Rating. All informetlon wlthln a 
FACTOR block relates only to that FACTOR. 

.I 0 Point =Satisfactory 
1 Polnt = Condltlonal 

FACTOR I General (CFR Parts 387,390) 

VIOLATIONS AFFECTING RATING POINTS ~1 Polnt = Unsatisfactory 
.......... 

NONE TOTAL POINTS: 0 = SATISFACTORY 

FACTOR 2 Driver Quallflcatlan (CFR Parts 382, 383, 391) -4 0 Pdnt  = SatisfaebW 

VIOLATIONS AFFECTlNG RATING POlNTS 
1 Polnt = Condltlonal 
s l  Potnt = UllsatlsfaciDry 

NONE ......... 
TOTAL POINTS: 0 = SATISFACTORY 

I-- 

.I o Point = Satlsfactoy FACTOR 3 OperationallDrlvlng (CFR Parts 392,395) 

VIOLATIONS AFFECTING RATING PQlNTS 
1 Point = Condlllonal 
s i  Point = Unsatisfactory 

NONE ..... 
TOTAL POINTS: 0 = SATISFACTORY 

FACTOR 4 VehlclelMaintenance (CFR Parts 393, 396, Performance Data (OOS%)) 

VIOLATIONS AFFECTING RATING POINTS Out-of-Service (00s) Percentage: 40,O 
NONE . . . . .  

TOTAL POINTS: 0 & 4D.O% 00s  = CONDITIONAL (see charf) 
. . . . .  .... ---- 

3 or more lnapectlons 
...... - -- -- . ._.-_I...._ I.. . Fewer than 3 Inspections 

11 Rate same as other Regulatory 
.I Condltlonal ll o Pdnt = Sallsfactory I_- Conditional i- Unsatisfactory 

Satisfactory Factors 1, 2, and 3 

I If a pattern of Non-Compliance with a 
Crltlcal or an Acute Violation 

If a pattern of Non-Compliance with a I Point = Condltlonal 
PI Polnt = Unsallsfactow 1 Critical or an Acute Vlolatlon 

.... . . . . .  .... .... II _ _  ___--_,,,. .;.- .. , ......... , L . .  -- ~ .......,C..-U 
j.._**_i-- 

FACTOR 5 Hazardous Matsrlal (CFR Part& 397, 171, 177,180) 

Not Applicable - Not a carrier of Hazardous Material 
__._..-,----- __-.-_. ~- __-. ............... -- . . . . . .  

FACTOR 6 Crash (Recordable Crash Rate) 

( ( Recordable Crashes) X (1 mllllon) ) * (Total Miles) = Rate 
(2 X 1,000,000) + 1,016,839 = 1.967 = UNSATISFACTORY 

CRASH RATE FACTOR RATiNG 
0.000 - 1.500 = Satisfactbry 

4 >1.500 = Unsatisfactory 
\ 
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OVERALL SAFETY FITNESS mnm 

Number of Factors (1-6) shown above as less than satisfactory 
Unsatlsfactory Conditional 

- - CONDITIONAL 
- -- -.- 

1 1 

Number of Factors 

- c 
FORMULA TO CALCULATE THE OVERALL SAFETY FITNESS RATING 

Unsatlsfactory Conditional OVERALL RATING 

0 
0 
1 
1 
2 

+ 3 4  
2 or fewer 
3 or more 
2 or fewer 
3 or more 
0 or more 

Satisfactory 
Condltlonal 
Condltlonal 
Unsatlsfactory 
Unsatlsfaetory 
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EXHIBIT B 

AFFIDAVIT 

I, Robert Greco, being over the age of 18 years and understanding and believing in the obligation 

of an oath, hereby state the following: 

1. 

2.  

1 am president of the corporation Central Auto & Transport. 

I have been in the trucking and transport business for 15 years, and I am familiar with the 

mdustry customs and practices. 

3 I am familiar with the police report for the March 9,2002 motor vehcle accident which is 

attached hereto. 

I personally viewed and inspected the truck which was involved in the March 9,2002 motor 

vehicle accident. 

Thzre was no disabling damage done to the truck. 

The truck was towed by Concetta’s Towing in order for it to secure payment for its services 

in light of the fact that the accident had involved an out-of-state truck which was heading 

for the state of Florida and because fuel had been pumped from the truck. Other than the 

fact that the fuel had been pumped from the truck, the truck was capable of being driven. 

It is industry practice for a towing company to tow a truck to secure its payment, especially 

in light of the fact that the truck was one &om out of state and the chance of being paid 

4. 

5 .  

6. 

7. 



once the operator and tne vehicle are out of state are small. 

Robert Greco 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 25th day of September, 2002. 

J; 
-_I-- 

L c; - 
Susan C. Marinelli 
Notary Public 
My Commission Expires 3/3 1/06 
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